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FOREWORD — ' .

P A . ’

In 1979, members of the Research and Development Exchange (RDx) agreed to
collaborate in the development of ‘a resource base on the identification and.
validation o promising programs, -practices, and products. An important
_part of that effort has been the development of a central file of resource
materials on validation, and the abstracting and indexing of those materials.

" This annotated bibliography represents the documents that are now in the
resource file collected by the Research and Development Interpretation Service
(RDIS) for the collaborative effort. An index following the bibliography
provides a key to the major categories into which the documents fall.
Regional Exchange clients'who are interested in borrowing documents from the
RDIS resource file may write to ' i .
Karen Temmen
' - R&D Interpretation Seryice
0 - CEMREL,-Inc.
. 3120 _59th Street, . ,
St. Louis, MO 63139 v
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Accession Number: VL Qﬁ]

Association of School Business Officials Research Corporation. A Handbook
for Identification, Validation, and Dissemination of School Business .
Practices. Chicago: Association of Schpol Business Officials Research
Carporation, 1979. (85 pp.) .

y ‘ o -

Availability: Order Number: O

Associatiop of School Business Officials
Research Cy{rporation .
2424 West Lawrence Ave.

Chicago, IL 60625

@ Abstract: . - ' .

Developed on the assumption that the efficiency and effectiveness of all
school systems can be improved if school business personmel share their
knowledge and progress with one another, this handbook presents an
instrument for the identification and validation of successful business
practices in local education agencies. The handbook -includes pertinent
definitions and explanations, an application for validation, forms for
on-site validation procedures, a review check list, and a discussion of
the role of the Joint Disseminatj ew Panel in the validation procg§s.
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+ Descriptors:  Accountability, Diffusion, Educational Assessment, Evaluation
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, . . . - Accession Number: VL 002

Benriett, Ann A., and Fifer, Fred L., Jr. Getting It A1l Together. .

Rochelle Park, New Jersey: 'Céntral Service Unit, 1980. (49 pp.] SN
B ' oo ‘
~ ) \
Availability: . Order Number:
Central Service Unit ) :
} Capla Associates, Inc. .- . ‘
-18 Overlook Ave, ) )

Rochelle Park, NJ 07662

Abstract: _
Designed for school districts seeking approval by the Joint Dissemination
Review Panel (JDRP), this guidebook describes the process by which a
project is developed and submitted to JDRP for consideration as.an exemplary
Jeducational program worth§ of replication. A schematic of the JDRP process

' that highlights each section under discussion accompanies each page of

‘ explanation in the guidebook. Accompanying each step is a.listing of
suggestions and pitfalls. The format for submitting materials to the
Joint Dissemination Review Panel is appended.
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. Descriptors: ., Accountability,-Evaluation Criteria, Information Dissemination,
. _ Information Networks,’Program Evaluation '
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Accession Number: yi 046

Begzgn, Gregory M. A Survey to Determine the Extent of State Education ~
Agency Efforts to Develop Data Bases of SBA-funded Projects and/or Exemplary

Projects and Practices. Scotia, New York: Bibliographic Retrieval Services,
Inc., 1978. -

Availability: . Order Number: = .
Biographical Retrieval Services, Inc. '
Corporation Park, Building 702 ] ) =

Scotia, NY 12302 ’

Abstract:

The follow-up of a 1977 appraisal, this survey report examines State
Education -Agency (SEA) efforts to develop resource bases containing SEA-
funded projects, validated projects, instructional materials, and -Tocally
developed materials. Some of the major trends and conclusions indicated by .
the survey results include: resource-base development at the SEA level has .
grown to nearly 3 total proportion; resource base develqpment reflects a
focus on SEA needs; and the lack of formal design effort or available
developmental/operational documentation indicates a need for general
coordination. Appéndixes contain the original survey, the survey-used in
this report, 1ists of the states that responded, and pertinent communication

. regarding the survey. . '
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Descriptors: Accountability, Educational ASsessment, Information Dissemi-
nation, Information Networks, Program Evaluation, Surveys
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y Accession Number: 'y 020’

Berman, -Paul; Greenwood, Peter W.; McLaughlin, Wallin; and Pincus, John.
' Federal Programs_Supporting Educational. Change, Vol. V: Executive
Summary. , Santa Monica, California: The Rand Corporation, 1975. (34 pp.)

»

Availability: | L Order Number:
The Rand Corporation ; >Also available from EDRS: .
1700 Main Street ED 108/331

Santa Monica, CA 90406

Abstract: '

Under the sponsorship of the United States Office of Education, thé Rand
Lorporation conducted a two-phase study of four federal change agent
. Programs that were designed to introduce and spread innovative practices
.in public schools, This volume presents a summary of the first year of
the study and outlines preliminary ideas about what the first year's ¢
findings may mean for the future of educational reform. Sections of the
report describe the background of the study and the study design, discuss
the theoretical basis for the approach taken in the Rand study, review
the findings of the first year, and analyze the implications of this

study in regard to future policy. \{pe appendix.outlines the contents of Q\\‘:>
the other volumes in thig series.

Descriptors: Change Agents, Educational Change, F;Eeral Programs, Program

Effectiveness, Program Evaluation, Research Reports
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Accession Number: .y, (48

\‘ * Berman, Paul, and McLaughlin, Milbrey Wallin, 'Federal'Programs Supporting
Educational’ Change, Vol. 1: A Model of Educational Change. Santa Monica,
California: The Rand Corporation, 1974." (3% pp.] ’

N
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Availability: . ‘ Order Number: i
The Rand Cor oration ’ Also available frbm EDRS:

1700 Main Stfeet ED 099 957 -
Santa Monica, CA 90406 _ .

Abstract: o . -
-t Under the sponsorship éf the United States Off%ce of Education, the Rand
Corporation conducted & two-phase study of four federal change agent programs,

that were designed ‘to introduce and spread innovative practices in public
: schools. As the first of a series describing the results of the first year
of the Rand study (July 1973 < July 1974), this report rewiews the empirical
% and theoretical .literature on educational innovation, identifies the.concep-
' tual gaps and promising approaches in this literature, and proposes a
e« conceptual .model of the factors affecting change in local educational
. Practices. "The analysis of .pertinent literature resulted in this assessment:
research on the effectiveness of schooling and the possible causes of
* absolyte and differential effects provides 1ittle guidance on how to change
educational practices; impact-oriented studies of innovative projects fail
to deal with the interaction of the project and its insgitutional setting;
and .implementation problems dominate the outcdmes of change processes in
\ihe educational system. The report proposes that future research be directed
oward understanding the implementation of innmovative projects within the-
school districts and toward how district policy might affect the support,
adaptation, and incorporation of such implementation within the district.
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Descriptors: Change Agents, Educational Change, Educational Innovation,
Federal Programs, Program Effectivene§s, Program Evaluation, State of the
Art Reviews ,
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Accession Number: “VL 019 '

‘ - Berman, Paul, and MclLaughlin, Milbrey Wallin. Federal Programs Supporting
‘ Educational Change, Vol. IV: -The Findings in Review. Santa Monica,
California: »The Rand Corporation, 1975, - (59 pp.)

A\ N t
Availability: i o Order Numbey:
The Rand Corporatien, / .. Also available from'EDRS:
1700 Main Street. : .+ ED 108 330 - -

Santa Monica, CA 90406 - - . \ .
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Abstract: ) )

. Under the sponsorship of the United States Qffice of Education, the’Rand
Corporation conducted a two-phase study ofJfour federal change agent programs
that were designed .to introdyce gnd spread innovative practices in public
schools. This.fourth report summarizes the findings ofi the previous three

: . volumes and synthesizes extensive data collected by Rand on federal level

‘ program strategy and management for each of the change agent programs. )

' THe main factors found to affect innovation were: the institutional settings
participants; the implementation strategy employed by local innovators t9
install the project treatments and the scope of.change implied by the
project relative to its setting.. The report also discusses alternate
federal strategies for promoting the-change agent program guidelines and

' . management strategies, and a comparison of program effects on “implementation .
difficulties and project outcomes. . ‘ .
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‘ Accession Number: vyL 022‘
.\ Berman, Paul,_ and McLaughlin, Milbrey-Wallin, Federal Programs Supporting
Educational Change, Vol. VII: Factors Affectin ImplemeMtation and
ontinuation. Santa Monica, Ca 1forn;a:

(238 pp.)” , b
r <G ' ) ‘
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* Availability: ] k Order. Number:
: . . . -« . I |
‘The Rand Cérporation ) “Also available from EDRS:

1700 Main-Street e oo/~ ED 140 432 .
santa-Monica, CA. 90406 ‘ . : ' R
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Under the sponsorship-of the United States Office of Education, the Rand
Corporation conducted a two-phase study.of four federal change agent.
program$ that were designed to introduce and spread, innovative. practices

in public schools. This seventh report presents an analysis of survey data
.collected in"100 Title III projects in 20 states, and deals specifically
with the questiofts of implementing, .systaining and spreading .part or all .
of special project strategies-after federal support engs. Sections of the -t

* —réport discuss the research dEsign, data collection,and the nature of

the projects involved, and present stadistic analysis at the ¢lassroom”

and district levels. Appendixes provide stdtistical tables for cJassroom

lTevel analysis,-a discussion of' the sources.of variation in teacher -

responses, and data related to“‘qhe role of parent involvement in Title III /
programs : ’ ' S

<

. Abstract:
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. Descriptors: Change Agents, Data Andlysis, Educational Change, .o
Federal Programs, Program EffectiveQess, Program Evaluation, _ L,
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Bérman, Paul, and McLaugh]in, Milbrey Wallin. Federal Programs Supporting - .

Accession Number: VL 023 -

Educational Change: Vol. VIII: Implementing and Sustaining innovation
Santa Monica, California: The Rand Corporation, 1978. (58 pp.) & \

Availability: - ' _ . " Order Number?\\ '

’ . - Also available from-EDRS: .
1700 Main Street ‘ s ~ ED 159 289 s
Santa Monica, CA 90406

L4

-Abstract:

F .

Under the sponsorship of the United States Office of Education, the Rand

- Corporation conducted a two-phase study of four federal change agent. .

programs that were designed to introduce and spread innovative practices
in public‘schools. This. final report summarizes the findings from both

_phades of the study and, drawing on these results, describes the process

of change at the local 1evel in terms of initiating, implementing, and
sustaining innovative projects. Based on the apalysis of:local school

. district behavior; the report suggests that federal policy regarding

educational performance can be improved if all stages-of the local- change

process receive attention that includes adaptive imp]emenggtionnassistance,
~and if school districts increase the capacity to manage change.

v

Descrigtors;'

Change Agents,-Educatioha] Change, Educational Innovation,

Federal Programs, Prpgram Evaluation, Program Imp{Fmentation
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; Accgssioﬁ Number: VL 049

\
Berman, Payl, and Pauly, Edward'W. Federal Programs Supporting Educational
Change, Vol. II: Factors Affecting Change Agent Projects. Santa Monica,
Califdrnia: The Rand Corporation, 1975, (156 pp.)
. ‘ -~

- S

~ Availability: o ‘ " Order Number:
¢ \

The Rand Corporation ’ - Also aJai]ab]e froh EDRS:
1700 Main Street ED 108 324 .
Santa Monica, CA 90406 ’

»

Abstract:

= '

_Under the sponsorship of the United States Office of Education, the Rand
Corporation conducted a two-phase study of four federal change agent
programs that were designed to introduce and spread innovative practices in
public schools. This second volume in the series of Rand study reports
describes ‘the results of a survey of a nationwide sampTe of 293 change
agent projects. The study\addresses three research questions: To what

- extent did differences among the federal change agent programs explain
variations in the implementation and continuation of innovative projects?

. Which characteristics of innovative projects significantly affected their
Tmplementagion and continuation? and Were the differences in institutional

.settings related to variations in project implementation and continuation?
The study describes the most dependent and independent variables implied by
these questions and applies multiple regression techniques to test the
variables on the school/classroom ahd school district levels.
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Descriptors: Change Agents, Educational Chaﬁge, Educational Innovation,
.Federal Programs, Multiplé Regression Analysis, Program Effectiveness,

—_Program Evaluation

4
4




) Acgéssﬁon Number: vyL 069

Boruch, Robert F., and Cordray, David S. An Appraisal of Educational
Program Evaluations: Federal, State, and Local Agencies. Prepared for the
U.S. Department of Education. Evanston, 111inois: Northwestern University,
1980. - : : :

2

Availability: ‘ o Order Number:

Northwestern University
1735 Benson Ave.
tvanston, IL 60201

Abstract:

‘o

Organized around the major questions addressed in,the\studx)/thi§‘report is
the result of an evaluation of federally supported educational programs
conducted at the .national, state, and local levels. After a discussion of
the background of the study in chapter one, the second chapter cites reasons
for evaluations, identifies the questions, audience, pertinent legislation,
and statistics involved, and formulates the decision ¢o evaluate. The -
execution of the evaluations is the topic of chapter three. Chapter four
explains- the organization of the evaluations, while the fifth chapter
deals with their quality. Chapter six cites case studies on the use of.
évaluative information and presents ways that these results can be used on
the local and state level. The final chapter presents recommendations for
Congress and the Department of Education and details a rationale for
evaluation. Appendices include information regarding: the legislative
and management background of the project; the names and credentials of the
staff who participated in the study; the research strategy and methods; and
a tabular compariso® of! standards for evaluation.
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Descriptors: AccountabiTity, Educational Assessment, Evaluation Criteria, . --
', Federal Programs, Program Effectiveness, Program Evaluationn. . ___ .-~ \"
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Accession Number: vL 011

California State.Depar;ment of Education. Procedures for Elementary
Program Review Teams. ~ Sacramento, California: California State
Department of Education, 1978. (27 pp.) ‘ ;

14 \ -~

Availability: ' i Order Number:

<+ California-State Department of Education
721 Capitol.Mall . ‘
Sacramento, CA" 95814 . ’

s

Abstract: ‘ -

Intended for use in conjunction with the Handbook for Asses%ing an ‘
{-  Elementary School Program, these procedures deal with. the administrative _
and logistical aspects of an extermal program review. Sections deal
ith the following topics:~ the scope of the program review, roles in the
program-review process;.how the school should prepare for an external
program review; how the review team should prepare for a visit; review
team planning procedures; finding out.about the quality and effectiveness
of the school program; using the school's plan and self-assessment to
" guide the program's ‘review; recording the findings of the review; the final
report of the program review; and a:-sample review schedule,
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- . Accgssion Number: vyL 055

Campeau, Peggie L., et al. Evaluation of Project Information Package:

Dissemination and Implementation. Palo Alto, California: American
Institutes for Research, 1979. (120 pp.)

Availability: Order Number:

American Institutes for Research -
P.0. Box 1113 ~
Palo Al}o, CA 94302 '

Abstract:

This report describes a study that evaluated (1) the local education
agencies' (LEAs) implementation:of six compensatory math and reading
projects for which Project Information Packages (PIPs) had been prepared
and (2) the delivery systems the U.S. Office of Education developed for
placing these packaged projects in the hands of LEAs. Sections of the
report deal with: the context of the study, including background ,
information on PIP development and the NDN alternative; the study method,
policy questions, data collection strategjes, and analysis; the findings .
on the dissemination of packaged projects; the findings on implementation
of packaged projects; and the discussion and recgmmendations regarding
projects, LEAs, delivery systems, dissemination context, and objectives.
__Pertinent tables and figures are included.

. | -
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~Descriptors: Accountability,. Change Agents, Educational Innovation,

Federal Programs, Information Networks, Program Effectiveness, Program
Evaluation rn? i ’
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Accession Number: vL 039

. . %
. . R {
. CEMREL, Inc. Eva'l‘ua‘tor's Manual:- Improvement of Basic Reading Skills
Project. St. Louis, Missourj: CEMREL, Inc., 1976.
v N ' ' .
1
\ . ‘
Avaﬂabi'lit;:‘ : ) ‘ Order Number: \
. o ‘ ‘ ’ f
CEMREL, Inc. . ‘ :
3120 59th Street ™\ AN ' |
St. Louis, M0 63139 g
o i
. |
—

Abstract: S , ,

As part of the Project Information Packages (PIPs) designed to guide school
districts in adopting and implementing successful approaches to ¢ompensatory
education, this manual presents the evaluation process as a series of choices R
to be made at each site that results in‘a unique evaluation design. After-

.. describing the essential features of the project, the first chapter outlines

. the evaluation plan, the project-effectiveness, and the-processes used to

monitor and sustain the project. The second and third chapters offer the
user procedural guidelines for developing a sound evaluation plan in '
situations unlike the developer site and discuss the role of the gvaluator.

v
-

Descriptors: Accountability, Compensatory Education, Evaluation Critéria,
Evaluation Methods, Program Evaluation, Program Validation ;
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. ~ . : - Accession Number: yL 057
F N . \ ’: g '
\ N c' \ . . '
- . Contemporary Research Incorporated. Increasing the Use of Promising
Practices Information by Local Educational Agencies. Los Angetes:
Contemporary Research Incorporated, 1974, (54 pp.)

*

I

Availability: : Orde; Number:

" Contemporary Research, Inc.
~ 1100 Glendon Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90024

Abstract:

»

This three-part report: summarizes the proceedings of a National Institute
of Education (NIE) conference called in July 1974 to identify -
the factors that prevent the increased use of promising practices information
- and to recommend strategies that NIEp%%u]d pursue to increase the utilization
» of the information by educators. Panf one presents the conference back-
‘ ground, agenda, participant qualifications,™and a descéription of the report
P format. The second portion discusses problems. related to increasing the use
- of promising practices information, focuses on the recommendatigns of the
conference, and concludes with an analysis of the implications of the
recommendations in terms of the major information users. -The third part °
\\\provides additional suggestions indicated from the conference priorities
- and offers conclusions on the usefulness of the conference and the value of
sfforts to increase the use of promising practices information.: i

bl
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Descriptors:  accountability, Communication (Thbught Transfer), Diffusion,
Information Dissemindtion, Information,ﬁgtworks
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Accession Number: VL 085

. . Datta, Lois-ellin. Damn the Experts and Full Speed Ahead: An Examination
of the Cases Against Directed Development and for Local Problem Solving.
Washington, D.C.: National Institute of Education, 1978. (33 pp.)

]

Availability: | \ . .Order Number:

) [
~
\ National Instttute of Educiti‘on
1200 19th Street, N.W. \
Washington, D.C. 20208 ‘ _ . _ -

Abstract: Q

The first part of this report discusses the history, .individual phases,
. data, and-findings of the Rand Study of four federally supported - - -
educational programs, analyzes the weaknesses of the study, and proposes
a new consideration of the Rand Report as evidence against directed
- development and for local problem-solving. The second portion of the
- report considers differences in criteria for success and failure among
. evaluations of local problem-solving, information brokering, directed

development, and directed change strategies. s , /
) -

)
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Descriptors: pccountabiiity, Change ‘Agents, Educational Change,
Federal Programs, Program Evaluation
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Accession Number: yi 067

The Educational Products Information Exchange Institute (EPIE). Background
Paper on LVR Process: The State of the Ar;ENK’New York: The Educational

Products Information Exchange Insﬁitute,47975. (26 pp.)

\
\

Availability: ) / Order Number:

The Educational Producé% Information . ‘\l
Exchange Institute :

463 West Street .

New .York, NY 10014

Abstract:

. . 14 '
This document provides background information on the process of Learner
Verification and Revision (LVR), reports on a 1975 Task Force meeting
called to evaluate the process, and includes pertinent documents and .
correspondence concerned with the revision. Specifically, the following
information is provided: pilot guidelines for improving instructional
materials through the process of LVR; gquidelines for reporting and assessing
LVR activities; task force members' reactions resulting from the March,

1975 meetings; and eleven pieces of correspondence that respond to the
revision, N .

— tA
Descriptors: Accountability, Educational Assessment, Evaluation Criteria,

Information Networks, State of the Arts Reviews .
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Accés%i@n Number: yL 005

‘ Educat1ona1 Products Information Exchange Institute (EPIE):) ‘Criteria v
for Reviewing Educational Products. Syracuse, New York: Syracuse -
~ University Printing Services, 1978. (146 pp.) ‘ '

£ "
N N = - i
Avaﬂabﬂ‘it&: ~ Order Number:
Syracuse University Pmntmg Services Also avaﬂéb]é from EDRS:
125 College Piace - JED 164 014"

Syracuse, NY 13210

. Abstract:
_The first of five products that deal with criteria for classroom material
selection, this volume consists of two parts. Providing a state of the art
. review of instructional product-se]ectmn criteria, part one contains these
papers: "Toward Consensus on Minimum Criteria for Education Products" by
. Susan S. Klein; “"Criteria Acceptable to the .Educational Developer” by John E. °
Hopkins; and “Comments on the Quest for Common' Criteria" by P. Kenneth Komoski..
J Thekgecond part is a summary and comparisorf‘of the research findings of.two
surve n selection’ criteria-in use by state’and local education agenc1es

across the country.. The first survey was conducted in 1969 and updated in
1976. : : .

.

; ' .« Descriptors:- Accountab111ty, Evaluation: Criteria, Evaluation Methods,
. . Instruct‘iona] Matema]s, Med1a Selection o
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. Accessiof Number: vy 044

Educational Products "Infofnation Exchange (EPIE). Pitot!:Guidetines
for Impraving Instructional Materials through the Process of Learner

. Verificafion and Revision. N : iProducts Information
Exchange’, 1975. .o '

Availability:. _ = .- °%  Order Number:

EPIE Instilute
463 West Street
New York, NY 10014

Abstract: .
) <,

~The purpose of these guidelines is to enable the pubdishers of instructional
“ materials to provide educators with evidence that a particular product js,:
or will be, effective with learners. .The.essential components of a learner
verification report (LVR) include: an underlying ratiomale for instructional
design; the intended learner outcomes’ to be accomplished when the product is
used with integrity with learners; the conditions, or overall instructional’
setting intended for a product; techniques for gathering feedback from
Tearners; a description of learners used in the.LVR process; an analysis -
of the product’s effectiveness; specific improvement to he made in text and
context; and a description of the history and-future of the product.
Appendixes include pertinent discussions of learner verification, a list of
task force participants, and communication retevant to the development of
the LVR guidelines. a - _

-
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“Rccession Number: VL, 024

. o . ‘ “ .
Egelstein, Richard L. Guidelines for Validation for the New York State.

Education -Department. Atbany, New York: New York State Education
Department,- 1980, . .

- Vs
* . L

Avai]ab111§¥: . ’ - Order Number: o

\ .
The UniVeEsity of the State of
New Yor

The State Education Department- ) -

Office of Federal Demonstration Programs .
Albany, New York 12234 - .

Abstract:

/ )

14

The purpose of these three papers is to structure and clarify the.:;)ﬁdation
procedure for the ‘state' of Mew York. The guidelines for preparingAn-
application for validation outline the application format\and list the
specific information that must be included in each sectiod of the progect
report. The second paper-presents an overview of validatfion, lists a rating
scale’ for making evaluation.judgements about a project; and co tdins, the form
for rating the preliminary review. The final paper discusses the function

and operation of the validation team and includes the form for-the validation
team report, h ' : z
\ .
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Abstract:

o

S

The purpose of this handbook is to provide the personnel of Teacher Corps
projects, the network, and the national office with general guidelines
« for conducting field trials and for reviewing and validating the educational
products and practices developed by the Teacher Corps projects. In addition
to a general introduction to the Teacher Corps and an assessment of educa-
. tional innovations, the handbook offers guidelines for project review and
network endorsement of Teacher Corps innovations as well as for the network
validation of Teacher Corps innovations. Appendixes present the following:
_suggested assessment processes for using dissemination systems; NIE product
review criteria; the NIE product rating form; criteria for submission of
educational materials to Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC)
Clearinghouses; the format for submitting materials and criteria for review
.. by the Joint Dissemination Review Pane] {JDRP): and the specimen JDRP
" submission guidelines.
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Abstract: : L

/

Defining’ the National Diffusion Network (NDN) as "a nationwide system of .
trained educators working together in a sustained effort to "help School
districts adopt tested programs," this booklet provides a brief history of
NDN, explains how exemplary programs are identified and chosen, and details .° °*
the procedure for NDN program implementation in school districts. Other
. ' sections of the booklet describe the following: the dissemination concept,

and its success; the results of NDN in terms of adoptions, cost effectiveness,
, - and program variety; and future challenges, including increasing demands,

diversity, funding, and the coordination.of dis{emination efforts.
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Abstract: . .
TAfter five years of use in the field, Sharing Educational Success: A
Handbook for Validation of Educational ‘Practices, was evaluated through . .

a survey to datermine the extent:to which this-program certification

device is-used and accepted by participating state education agencies. * °

This report presents the history of program certification efforts, out- -

lines the purpdse and findings of the survey, identifies a number of

unresolyed issues in program certification, and indicates these major

findings: 90 pereent of the states use one or more methods of program,
certification; nearly half of the states use a combination of SES and JORP. >
but.are generally dissatisfied with these methods; 44 percent of the states

are developing and using alternative program-certification methods that

vary the SES or JDRP process; most states beiieve:that program certification
should be an eligibility requirement for funding of dissemination, demon- :
stration, and diffusion activities; and half of the states would be willing .
to assist in ‘the revision of the program certification method. The form~ . -
used in conducting the survey is provided. . - :
Rl NN :
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Abstract:

Based on the assumption that implementation is a phenomenon separate from
the planning and- adoption processes, this review explicates the meaning of
.implementation and its potential determinants by identifying and critically
assessing research evidence on the process of curriculum and organizational

" implementation in schools. The review consists of thkse main sections:

. a consideration of fjve dimensions of implementation in practice; an
empirical analysis of specific studies that define and measure implementation;
‘identification of specific determinants of implementation; and a discussion
of the implications of the review for policy. N
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Abstract:

Under the sponsorship of the United States Office of Education, the Rand .
Corporation conducted a two-phase study of four federal change agent -
programs that were designed to introduce and spread innovative practices
in public schools. This third volume synthesizes thé findings from 29
exploratory case studies of innovative education projects, performed in
. parallel with a nationwide survey of 293 change agent projects that were
in their last or next to last year of funding during the 1973-1974 school
year. To minimize the degree of variability, case studies were Vimited to °
five types of innovation: career education, bilingual education, reading,
staff development, and classroom organization. Case studies consisted of
one or two researchers visiting the project site for several days to inter-
view project participants and other district personnel, and tg observe the
educational program in both project and nonproject classreoms. The results
of this study are organized under three aspects of the innovation process:
initiation, or the identification of a need for a project and the strategy
for carrying it out; implementation, or making the project function in the
glocal setting; and the outcomes_thé project has on an adopting district.

- Descriptors:  cpange Agents, Educational Change, Educational Innovatfon,
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Abstract:

Based on the assumptian that innovation adoption in education is affected -
by the individual experiences of the innovation user, this article outlines
a Levels of Use (Ldug scale that describes the behavior characteristic of -
users in eight categories. In addition to the category descriptions, each
level is discussed in terms of seven subparts that represent these key
functions that the user carries out when using an ipnovation: knowledge,
acquiring information, sharing, assessing, planning, status reporting, and
performing., \ . :
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Abstract: ) \ .

The purpose of this monograph s to help Tocal project directors and state

. career education coordinators prepare the required evaluation data for project
approval by the federal Joint Dissemination Review Panel (JDRP). In step-by-
step detail, the paper explains the structure of JDRP, cites problems in

. : career education evaluation and offers solutions for them, and presents

specific help for the local career educator. A caréer education program
evaluation checklist.is provided along with an explanation of the checklist
‘terms and methods for interpreting its results. The paper concludes by
outlining the steps involved in obtaining JDRP approval. Appendixes include the
JORP Submission Format, samples of JDRP submissions, and a 1ist, of references.
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Abstr;ct:

Intended for school administrators and educators, this publication provides
descriptions of existing programs-and projects classified according to these
academic areas: alternative education; career education; early childhood
education; environmental education; inservice education;.reading and language
arts; science, social studies, mathematics; special education; and special
interests. Each entry, is outlined according to purpose and goals, target

audience, program evaluation, nonpublic school participation, general criteria

for adopting,. available training, and program materials. The names and
addresses of contact persons are also included.
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Abstract: -

~
»

this book identifies and-clarifies 30 separate standards and groups them
_according to ;?e our main _concerns of evaluation: utility, feasibility,

prepriety, and{accuracy. Each standard is explained and discussed throuah

a commentary wﬁichrincludeSrap overview of intent, guidelines for application,

common pitfalls, warnings against overzealous implementation, and an

illustration of the standards' application. The book also provides a

functional table of conténts, glossary, subject index, and appendi xes

that explain the development of the standards and offer suagestions for
citing them.

Te guide éaucatio:EI peréonhe] in evaluating programs, projects, and materials,
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Abstract: .0

. Developed by the Kentucky State Department of Education, this package
provides forms for use by the Field Review Teams in recording on-site
findings and in rating evidence in the process of program validation,

The package is divided into four sectzgns and contains the appropriate

forms for the following: information*nd program description; validation’

of evidence of process effectiveness and success; validation of evidence
‘ of program cost effectiveness; and validation of evidence of program
exportability,

1
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Abstract:

Intended as a guide in identifying and verifying educatjonal programs and

practices in Kentucky's public and non-profit private schools, this

booklet describes the validation process in three phases: identification '
“7of a promising program and its referral to a Field Review Team; field

review of promising programs and verification as an outstanding state

program; and application of -the state validated program to the Joint

Dissemination Review Panel (JDRP) and acceptance as a Natjonal Diffusion

Network “Developer-Demonstrator Site." The guidelines for the S%ate

Validation Review Panel are appended. K
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Abstract:

Members of regional/rural education agencies influence the maturation of

the Resources and Dissemination (Rand D) System through some .specific.
quality control activities related to the development, screening, and
selection _qf instructional materials. These activities include: insisting .
that instructional materials be insightfully and systematically evaluated

dnd revised; screening, identifying, disseminating, and assisting the
implementation of instructional materials for local constituents; and
providing materials that help teachers and others become more sophisticated

N 5

in selecting materials suited to” their instructional purposes.
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National Institute of Education
Dissemination and Research Groups
1200 19th Street, N.W.
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Abstract: 5
AU ' ‘\‘
This form reviews the quality of educationd] products in obder to facilitate
decisions regarding product development, addition)l product evaluation,
product dissemination and/or product utilization.” Sections of the rating
form focus on these areas: desirability of the- product, including need
and marketabildty; intrinsi€ qualities such as social fairness, content
accuracy, technical quality of communication, and product appeal; costs .
regarding adoptability, exportability, flexibility; and ease of use; and
the”extrinsic effects of learner outcomes, potency. and.range.of effects,

cumulative results, interactive effects with other products, and efficiency ‘
in achieving effects. \ ’
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~Abstract: o -

. , | t ,:_f . . .
To explore the criteria used by various groups who play a role in educatienal
. product decision making, three types of product decisions.fust be considered:
 product development -decisions; product screening decisions; and product
selection decisions. Product deve]op@gﬁt decisions involve developers,
publishers,’ or finaneial sponsor;//gpo decide.whether a product should be

3

developed in the first place, then valuated, revised, and placed ‘6n or -

* removed from the market. Product/screening decisions afféct consumer
protection and dissemination and include groups such as federal and state-
education agencies, intermediate service agencies, tocal agencies and other
organizations with relevant/expertise. Finally, product selection decisiops
result when the individuals involved (teachers,-boards  of education), L
actually decide td purchase or use:the product. . Criteria.for these ~ .
decisions can be groiped as follows: desirability, practicality, intrinsic’

. quality, product deyelopmept; uUser effects, and sp¥noffs: R

*

\ | | ' g
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Massachusetts Department of Education. Massachusetts Validation Process.
Overview." Boston: Massachusetts Department of Education, 1981, (10.pp.)
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Massachuse;ts.Depértment of Education ] .
31 St. James Ave,;"Room 614 _ v ’ e -
Boston, MA 02116 » ’

Abstract:

. - - . . A e
\\\ The first of three documents concerned with validation of educati®nal
N practices for the state of Massachusetts, this booklet describes the two
validation processes operative in the state and outlines the procedures
required for .a-program or project to receive validation according to the )
Massachusetts validation process. Respongibitities are listed XOr the
‘ applicant school district, the state department of education, the Title IV
program offices, the validation team, and the on-si%e visit. >
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certification by the school superintende
procedure is also-ifcluded,

nt. A description of the va]idatipn

%
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. Availability: R Order Number:
Massachusetts Department of Education
.31 St, James Ave., Room 614 .
Boston, MA . 02116 . # !
Abstract:
One of three documents concernéd with the validation process for-the stdte
of Massachusetts, this booklet contains the forms and information required
of a‘program or project requesting validation. These include: a request
for validation; information on- program objectives, effectiveness,
exportability, and economic efficiency; general information; and a ~ .
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. Abstract: ' ' - 7
" One of three documen;s'ﬁncerned with the validation process for the state
- 0f Massachusetts, this_booklet includes the' necessary forms for the types of
information to be collected and assessed by the Validation Team in compiling
its report. These forms cover recommendations for validation; evidefice of
efféctiveness, exportability, and economic efficiency; summarv records; and
. -the validation team summary and recommendations. An outline of procedures
- for each step df the validation process concludes the booklet. _
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" “Abstract: N - ) .

To introduce National Diffusion Network (NDN) members to the special
education subnetwork, Handicapped Children's Early Education Program (HCEEP),
the first-sectidn of" this booklet presents an overview of all HCEEP Programs,
, identifies the children who are targets of HCEEP efforts, describes the
: ' : legislative history; purpose, and components of HCEEP, and offers references
- for more detailed informatioh. The second section raisés general issues
k o affecting the adoption of early education prbgrams for the handicapped and
' ’ identifies several classes of potential ado The remaining sections
identify and describe resources available to support the dissemination; ~ -
training, a,gministr%?e, funding, and information needs of both the

developer/demons tratbrs: and the potential adopters of their model programs

o ' and services.
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Abstract:

" This summary report presents the major issues and concerns cited by a
conference of the School Practice and Service Division of the National
Institute of Education (NIE) that dealt with identifying, selecting, and
1 disgeminating-exemplary programs and practices. -The first section of the
réport presents an overview and discussion of the issues related to o
‘ "exemplary program and practice use. Focusing on those activities and -
+ program thrusts which the conference participants €1t were necessary if . ¢
NIE is to fulfill its leadership role, the second section .presents these
. recommendations: NIE must support the identification and dissemination of
. elements consistently associated with successful programs; NIE must support
"~ " research related to the identification, evaluation, validation, diffusion,
§ and implementation of exemplary practices; and NIE must support the
development of interstate networks that improve communication and
dissemination efforts. " ¢ ¢ "
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Abstract:

The purpose of this handbook is to structure the validation process for all
of the service areas in the Michigan State Department of Education. Divided
into five. sections, -the handbook discusses the purpose of-validation,
defines relevant terminology, outlines validation procedures and responsi-
. bilities, and includes the validation report form, the on-site visitation
form, and the validation worksheet for reviewing objectives. The section
on validation procedures and responsibilities includes the following:  the
responsibilities of the experimental\fnd demonstration centers program; the
responsibilities of the intermediate Service areas; criteria for validators; -
responsibilities for validators; on-site visitation procedures; the
responsibilities of the project staff; the validation report; and a
suggested sequence "of validation agtivities,
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Abstract:

Based on the performance objectives for Michigan'sielementary educationa]
system, this paper outlines and discusses the criteria of excellence for

- three categories of the state's program. The first category "~ schools
that show outstanding or significantly improved student performancein reading
. and mathematics as measured by the Michigan Educational Assessment Proaram.
‘ The state associations that deal with'the ten basic curriculum areas are
‘ responsible for identifying.exceptional instructional proarams in the

second category. The third category honors schools with exemplary programs
in the areas of student performance, breadth-of instructional program,
exceptional instructional program, and organizational, characteristics. - The
paper includes a 1ist of the steps to be taken by the elementary school
seeking exemplary status.
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Abstract:

The purposes of this study were to identify the characteristics of projects

involved in the Identification, Validation, Dissemination (IVD) process, to

determine the costs and effectiveness of current IVD mechanisms, and to

describe other’sucessful in-state diffusion networks and their relationships

with a]ternative-state and federal processes for dissemination, adoption, or
adaption. The methodology included record searches, documentary review, ob-

' servation, and interviews to assess thé relevance and historical effectiveness of
the IVD process. The results of the study revealed the following: duplication

of efforts to meet the IVD requirements; the need for management role clari- v
fication and process costfcutting. However, the study did point to the
. significant strengths of the IVD process. . "
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National Asspciation of State Advisory Councils. NASAC Study bf the USOE e
"Identification, Validation; Dissemination, (IVD) Process."™ Final Report. |,
Portsmouth, New Hampshjre: National Association 'of State Advisory Councils,

197& (56 pp.)
: : * / . ' -~

Availability: ) «  __Order Number:

National Association of State
Advisory Councils

>.’:/,

. projects, project correspondence, and the research desian inventory.

FIT Bow Street -
Portsmouth, NH 03801 .

Abstract:

Through record searches, documentary review, observation, and intervi4¥s, this
study identifies the characteristics of projects involved in the Ldent fication,
Validation, Dissemination (IVD) precess, determines the costs and effectiveness
of current IVD mechanisms, and describes other sucessful in-state diffusion
.networks and their relationships with alternative state and federal processes
for dissemination, adoption and adaption. The conclusion of this report
identifies issues emerging from the study including some distinctions between
the IVD and JDRP processes,. and the need to determine the ™1ife-span" of
previously validated projects. Appendixes contain abstracts.of developer/
demonstrator préjects, the Problem Detection Audit (PDA) for development

s 4 -
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Descriptors: ‘Accountability, Cost E%fectiveness, Diffusion, Evaluation ~
Methods, Needs Assessment, Program Evaluation
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Accession Number: 1 .914

X
National Diffusion Network. Developer/Demonstrator Director . Second
edition. San Francisco, California: Far West Laboratory fot Educational’
Research and Development, 1980. '

- Availability: Order thber:

Far West Laboratory for kduga;ignal

. Research and Development
1855 Folsom Street -
San Francisco, CA 94103

Abstract: ~
Developed for use in conjunction with Educat::}a1 Pfograms That Work and
the Materials Inventory pubjished by the National Diffusion Network, this -

seureebeek~prov4des~deta$%ed~informatﬁon*on—deveinperfdemonstratﬁv_ﬁrﬁjécts

arranged in chart form.

sheet, a trainers listin
The trainers 1

listing.
trainers and identifies

Each .project entry includes a project information
g, and an adoption, demonstration, and turnkey sites
isting outlines a project's criteria for selecting
all active trainers by name, location, date of

selection, qualifications and/or experiences,

and preferences for training-

1
H

group characteristics or locale. The sites 1isting indicates the various
site locations by state. The table of contents includes a page- number for
every project that submitted information. However, "NA" marks those projects
where 'a specific 1isting does not apply and "information not submitted" -
indicates no project entry. - '

#

Descriptors: Accountability, Diffusion, Information Dissemination,
~Information NetwWorks, Resourcé Materials -
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- Accessien Number:. yL 040

‘ National Diffusion Networ®, Educational Programs That Work. Eighth Edition.
San Francisco, California: Far West Laboratory for Educational Research
and Development, 1981, '

'

Availability: . ' Order Number,

Far West.Laboratory for Educational ‘Q\ *
Research and Development : '

1855 Folsom Street °

San Francisco, CA 94103

[} &,
v

) o

Abstract:

To stimulate communication amohg federal, state, intermediate, local, and |
postsecondary agencies that share responsibility for improvement of educa- “}
o o 3 - ”E been __——,——1
reviewed and endorsed-by the Joint Dissemination Review Panel of the @ j
Department of Education. Entries are grouped in the following categories:

) ‘ adult education; alternative schools, programs; bilingual, migrant education; |
career, vocational education; early childhood, parent readiness, parent |
involvement; environmental education, science, social science; organizational |

arrangements, administration; preservice inserviee training; reading,
language arts, mathematics; special education, learning disabilities; )

" special interests: arts, communication, technology; and special interests:
gifted and talented, health, human behayior, physical education. - Each '
project entry includes a description, the target audience, gvidence of
effectiveness, implementation and financial requirements, services available, N

a contact person listing, and appropriate descriptors. Indexes identify

the exemplary programs by the staté in which they are located, by sectional :

cross-reference, by ERIC descrtg}ors, and alphabetically by project name,

4, -

S

’ Descriptors:  Accountability, Communication (Thought Trqnsfer)(L ’ L
Diffusion, Information Dissemination, Informa;ion-Networks, .
. Validated Programs ’
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Accession Number: VL 075

‘ National Diffusion Network. Educational Programs That Work: (Secondary Sy
Basic Skills. San Francisco, California: Far°West Laboratory for |
Research and Beveﬂopment, 1980. (37 pp.) .- ° , 1
o - . |
Ava11ab1]1ty - . Order Number:
Far West Laboratory for Educat1ona1 ' -
Research and Deve]opment . |
1855 Folsom Street |
San Francisco, CA 94103 ’\\Jv |
L —
,Abstract: * ' - ;- .

o |
Restricted tg/pnojéEE;/oeveloped specifically for secondary 1eve1 basic i
skills, grades ?-12 this catalog outlines exemplary programs approved by )
th e_National_oiffusion—Network—éNDN}T——Eaeh—en%ry—prev%des—a—genera%——- :
description.of the program and offers information on the target audience, i §

l

evidence of effectiveness, implementation and financial requirements,
services available, and contact persons. The catalog includes'a list of
NDN facilitators and indexes of exemp]ary programs listed by state and of
NDN developer/demonstrator programs.

N

Descriptors:  Basic Skills, Diffusion, Educational Innovation,
Educational Programs, Information Dissemination, Validated Programs
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Py - s ’ . Accession N.unbecr&:\ s 07§

. National Diffusion Network.  Educational Programs That Work: SQeciaf
Edutation. San Francisco, California: Far Wesit Laboratory for Research
and Development, 1980. (57 pp.) 4 )

L) ' .

-
.-

“
s \
~ . * ‘

\o#

Availability: R Order thbg_,r: '

Far West Laboratory for Educational
Research.and Development

1855 Folsom Street - ] . . - . '
San Francisco, CA 94103 o

- t ) - v .
. I 3
- - ~/ ° -
. N
"
.
\
.

Abstract: =

.Restr%cted to projects developed specifically for spegial efdﬁcation, this
catalog outlines exemplary programs approved by the‘Na'gionaI Diffusion

. m
and offers information on the target audience; evidence of effectiveness,
‘ 1mp(gnentatioq, and financial requirements, the services available g and
. - thelname .and address of a contact person. The catalog includes.a 1¥st of
NDN faci]itators.and indexes of Handicapped Children's Early Education
OQutreach Programs, .exemplary programs listed by state,'and NON Developer/
Demonstratdr programs;, BN :

- B ~ N
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. Descriptors: Diffusion, Educational Inno,vati‘on,. Educational Programs,
' Information Dissemination, Special Education, Validated Programs
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Accession Number: % 090

N

Natisnal;DiZfﬁsion Network. Guide to Packaging Youn Educat%onaI/Program.
San -Francisco, California: Far West Laboratory for Educationa] Research
and Development, 1980. " (91 pp.)

b

; e
Availability: o 0rder~NggR<::

Far West Laborator} for.Educational ’

T Research and Development

" 1855 Folsom Street . ‘ '
San Francisco, CA 94103 - N —

i w . ' A

Abstrsé:t: . ‘ . .

: 4 e
A guide for packaging printed and audiovisual materials to aid in dissemi-
. nation of an innovative and effective educational program, this handbook

oytlines information on—the -

k- J

~ .materials;

planning personnel, budget, and schedule; préducing printed materials from -
layout thrdugh finishing operations; notes on producing audiovisual -

inventory of materials that can make up a dissgmination packhge arranged

. according to four categories: awareness and s ction, instkuction,
training, and management. The materials in each Eategory are' described
in an outline format under the headings of item, audience, purpose, content,
format, 1ife-expectancy, distribution, and quantity. A bibliography of
recommended reading for diffusion and packaging concludes the handbook.

d distribution techniques. The appendix presenéf a complete

s

~

.Descriptors: Diffusion, Educationa]»Innovétion,.Educationa] Programs,

Information Dissemination, Technology Transfer
. A\
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Accession Number: vy 012" . |

National Diffusion Network. "Materials Inventory, Fifth edition. San \
Francisco, Caiifornia:' Far West Laboratory for Educational Research and
Development, 1981. - N

e

N

Availability: T ) : Order Number:

Far West Labordfory‘%or Educational

__Research and Development - _ o
1855 Folsom Street ' X
San Francis¢co, CA 94103

Intended for use in conjunction with the National Diffusion Network's annuaT
catalog, Educational Programs that Work, this inventory lists materials

an )
Review Panel into operation at adopting sites. Listed in alphabetical

- order by program name, the entries present materials, in chart form, classi-'

fied under headings of use, need, cost, distributor, year published, and
copyright. A contact persgn is indicated for each project and an alphabetical

index is appended.. _

e

’

Descriptors: Diffa;ioh, Educational Innovation, Educational,Proénams,
Information Dissemjnation, Resource. Materials :
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Accession Number: VL 036

. rmemm—am n oye—em s mm———

[ — 12

National Diffuéion.Network. State Facilitator Profiles.
California: Far West Laboratory, 19]@. . -

2

" San Francisco,

3

Availability:

Far West Laboratory for Educational

Research and Development .

— 1855 Folsom Strest

Order Number:

. A~ .

.San Franpisco, CA 94103

Abstract: )
The one-page descriptions in thi

"

s catalog outline the services and programs ,

available funds, and special emphasis of each State Facilitator project of

the National Diffusio

n Network (NDN). Any dissemination funds obtained in

addition to NDN -mentioned -separately-and-project-members—aretHsted——
by name, title/responsibilities, and precentage of time spent on State
Facilitator operations. : K .
N B
¢ A\ \ o . Y
' \ ~ ‘ ‘(s ; hd \
4 S -

Descriptors: Educational Assessment, Information Dissemination, Information
Networks, Inseryice Teacher Education, Needs Assessment - K .




' ' . . Accession Number: VL 064

National Institute of.Education. Catalog of Promising .Educational
Programs and Praktices. Washington, D.é.: National Institute o?°
Education, 1973. . . '

B
Availability: - . " Order Number:
National Institute of Education ‘
Office of Dissemination and Resources
1200 19th Street, N.W. - )
Washington, D.C. 20208 T . s

Abstract:

. .
N

A collection of abstracts describing seletted programs operating in the
nation's schools during the 1972-73 school year, this catalog includes
programs for grades K-12 that were selected according to specific criteria

-

-and—for their-probable—interest-and—vatue—to-practitioners in other
locales., The 157 abstracts list projects under 22 subject-matter areas
and provide information regarding organization, administration, content,
resources, and processes of curricutum development and instruction..

Major and minor descriptors conclude each abstract.

a

De‘°ﬂ§9t°rs‘ Accountability, Educational Assessment, Information

Dissemination? Information Networks, Program Content; Vq]idated Programs
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Accession Number: vyL 086

" National Institute of Education. The Education Division's Joint

Dissemination Review Panel (JDRP). Purpose, Procedures, and Criteria.
Washington, D.C.: National Institute of Education, 1976.

3

Availability: ' Order Number:

National Institute of Education
00, 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20208 ‘
JoL .

-

Abstract:
—

This document discusses the background and purpose of the Education
Division's Joint Dissemination Review Panel (JDRPY and includes information
on its operations and composition. The procedures for submission-and review
describe JDRP'review activities and the follow-up activities after panel
review, while the JDRP criteria for judging effectiveness provides.guidance
in preparing for a review. Forms for a transmittal memo and for submitting
materials to the Joint Dissemination Review Panel are appended. :

1 -
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Descriptors: Accountability, Evaluation Criteria, Federal Programs,

Information Dissemination, Information Networks
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‘ Accession Number: yi 047
‘ New England Regional Communication Outreach Network. New England

ot Dissemination Network of State Validated Practices. Boston, Massachusetts:
. USOE Region I Office of Educational Programs, 1980. .

~

«

‘ /
Availability: Order Number:
" USOE ‘
Region I Office of Educational Programs
; JFK Bldg. ~ .
. Government Center : ‘
- _Boston, MA 02203 - , " - -
Abstract: : “

* N
- To assist state departments of education, intermediate service agencies’, and
Tocal school- districts in improving educational opportunities, this catalog
~ describes state-validated exemplary educational'programs and practices \
operating in the New England region. Modelled on thé format of the <«
‘ National Diffusion Network (NDNC); catalog, entries are listed wunder these
headings: adult education; alternative schools and programs; bilinguat and
migrant education; career. and vocatigna] education; early childhood; parent
readiness, parent involvement; environmental education, science, social.
y science; organizational arrangements and administration;. preservice and
N inservice training; reading, language arts, mathematics; special education .
‘ and learning disabilities; art, communication, and technology; and gifted .
and talerted, health, human behavior, physical education. Other indexes
identify projects by the state in which they are lé6cated, and alphabetically

"~ by project ‘name. R

-\ \
4 i

3

Descriptors: Accountgpi]ity, Cbmmunication (Thought Transfer), Diffusion,
. Information Dissemination, Information Networks, Validated Programs
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Accession Number: VL 066

‘ New Hampshire Department of Education. .Project SPREAD - A Comprehensive
Plan” for Promoting Exemplary Educational Programs. Concord, New Hampshire:
, New Hampshire Department of Education. C ’

-
2

Availability: : . Order Number: . - .

. . b
. New Hampshire Department of Education
Dissemination Project
: 64 No. Main Street !
. “Concord, NH 03301

: - - \
. Abstrgct: ‘ é:i/

~ S =

‘As part of a coordinated program (Project SPREAD) for disseminating e
promising practices, the New Hampshire Certification Process provides

these guidelines and forms: eight outlined steps in the certification ‘
process; the'state certification procedure for on-Site reviews; and

£ nomination applications for exemplary programs nominated at the local

A school level, for programs recognized by the New Hampshire Council for

. Better Schools, and for Title IV programs. A’list of New Hampshire

-~ Project SPREAD programs i$ included. : '

S ~ ) .
= . )
. ‘ - . st -
] ‘ . .
{
. Descriptors:

Accountability, Evaluation Criteria, Information Dissemination,
Information Networks, Program Evaluation, Program Validation
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PO o | -Accession Nimber: yL 010

. ‘ New York State Education\Department. The Validation Team Handbook.
< Albany, New York: New.York State Education Department, 1976. (44 pp.) -

BN \

Availability: ‘ i ‘ Order Number:\
The University of the State of New York ] '
The State Education Department \_ ' . ,
(Division of ESC General Brogram Planning) .7

~ Albany, NY 12234 _ ;

e

R . . <
, . A
' _ Abstract: o ) / \

The purpose of this handbook is to provide validation teams in New York
state with directions and forms essential to the .successful completion of
' their work as validators. Intended for use in conjunction with the school .
districts' validation application,”this>handbook contains these documents:
The State Review and Rating Form for use in nominating a project for
- validation; the "On-Site Validation and Summary Validation Report" for
‘ . reporting the findings of the validation team; and forms for certification
by the validation team, the local chief school officer, and the Chief State
School Officer. ' o

r

v N , - 1y
. ¢

Descriptors: Accountability, Educational Assessment, Educatigpal
Innovation, Evaluation Criteria, Program Evaluation, Program Validation
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Y Accession Number: VL 074
e . .
. North Carolina Department of Public Instruction.. Developmental Programs

. in North Carolina. Raleigh, North Carolina: North Carolina Department
. < of Public Instruction, 1978. (72 pp.) o

t
-

Availability: - - R Order Number:

North Carolina Department of Public Instruction,
Division of Development . *

- Education Annex I -

~~ Raleigh, NC 27611 h

- ~ Ll

Abstract: i

This directory provides a brief explanation of the North Carolina ESEA
Title IV-C resources which are awarded on a competitive basis to help
lTocal school systems address their most pressing needs. Each project is
described according to the grant that sponsored it in the following
categories: Tlocally initiated development and planning grants designed to
pilot new and innovative educational practicess;.adaptor, demonstrator, and
‘ facilitator grants that offer information and assistance in replicating
successful programs; and strengthening local leadership qgrants that facilitate
the professional development of personnel in positions of leadership.

Indexes that list projects by school unit and by project categorysre
- . appended. , ~ yj?

Déscr1ptors:” Development Programs, .Diffusion, Eduéationa] Change,
Educational Innovation, Information Dissemination, Validated Programs
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Ohio Department of Education. A Manual fof Project Validation in Ohio.

) , . Accession Number: " y_ 047

@polumbus, Ohio: Department of Education, 1980..
. / -

W tlbi1ity: - .~ ‘Order Number:

Ohio Department of Education

Division of Planning and Evaluation

65 S. Front Street « .

Cq]umbus, OH 43215

o
Abstract: U N <y

//////4u<;,,««”’ )

Pt . ‘
Designed to set forth the deve]oﬁﬁéﬁggingﬁjgct'va]idation process for the
state of Ohio, this manual provides a review process that involves self-
nomination by the project district and an on-site visitation by a team of
experts who examine documents and interview-administrative and project
personnel, teachers, parents,-and students. Sections of the manual discuss
the purpose and history of Ohio's™validation process and outline the
following: school district eligibility and' nomination procedures; the
qualifications and responsibilities of validators; validation costs; a
descriptid? of an on;s:ge project review; and guidelines for the dissemina-
" tion of valilation results. The self nomination formyvalidation form,and

the on-site\(gljdatjon form are also included. - =

Descriptors: Accountability, C ,caue
Assessment, Evaluation Criteria, Rrogram Eva]uatioQ, Program Validation

nication (Thought Transfer), Educational
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Accession Number: VL 079

_Ohio Department of Educatioh. Programs of Special Interest'to Ohio's
Urban Schools. Columbus, Ohio: Ohio Department of Education, 1978. -

3 B ) ) ‘ S
f W ,

Availability: " Order Number:

Ohio Department of Education

Ohio Facilitation Center

65 S. Front Street, Room 804
> Columbus, OH 43215 : ’

a

Abstract:- X
This brochure contains information on how to apply for a grant‘in urban _
school education and provides brief descriptions of 12 programs that have
been successfully implemented and are available for replication. Program
titles_include the following: Focus Dissemination Project (7-12);Q
Occupational and Career Development (K-12); Positive Attitude Toward
Learning (K-12); Experienced-based Cafeer Education (7:12); Individualized
Language Arts: <Diagnosis, Prescription, and Evaluation (1-12); MOSTS: °
Help One Student to Succeed (K-12); Positive Alternatives to Student
Suspension (7-12); Adult Performance’ Level Study (9-12, adults); Systematic'
Teaching and Measuring Mathematics (K-12); Project R-3 Readiness, Relevancy
and Reinforcement (7-9); Vocational Reading Power (7-12); and Right to

Read. . . -

[
P

LY

Descriptors: Educational Innovation, Educational Prégrams, Information
Dissemination, Urban Teaching, Validated Programs
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| h . i Accession Number: VL 070

Pennsy]vaﬁja Department“of‘Edu%ation. Getting Inside the EQA Inventory.
Section One: -Goal and Measurement Rationale, Harrisburg,,Penn§y4vania:
Pennsylvania Department of Education, 1978, (32 pp.) .
\ ‘ . | _ .
. . ‘

%

——

J‘vailability: T A _ Order Number: .

s Division of Educational Quality Assessment
: Bureau' of Planding and Evaluation i
- Pennsylvania Department of Education - °
“ Box 911 . : '
333 Market Street - . .
Harprishurq, PA_ 18108

Abstract: . «

Intended" for the educators who use the'Educational Quality Assessment
Inventory (EQA) in the state of Pennsylvania, this booklet answers
N questions about the inventory construction, purpose, and administration,™
‘ ,and discusses these ten quality education goals and the measurement
. “devices associated with each: self-esteem, understanding others, basic
. . skt1ls, interest in school and learning, Citizenship, health, creative D
SN activities, career awareness, appreciating human accomplishments, and
. Information usage. Included in this section are goal and measurement
- . rationales, scale descriptions, and specifications for scoring.

§

o

Descriptors:

’ ! . i
Accountability, Educational Assessment, Evaluation
+ Methods, Needs Assessment, Testing "
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. \. ' ot ' Accession Number: VL 080

Pennsylvania Department of,Educat%on. Validated Projects The Pennsylvania
Diffusion Plan., Harrisburg, Pennsylvania: Pennsylvania Department of |

Education, 1978. (12 pp.)

N ' " ‘ N
Availability: . ;o Order Number:
Bureau of Planning and Evaluation . '
. Pennsylvania Department- of Education o -
Box 911~ ' ’ ‘

333 Market Street .o 5
Harrisburg, .PA 18108 o \

Abstract:‘\

Developed by local school districts, intermediate units and nonpublic schools
in the State of Pennsylvania, fhe educational projects included in” this
booklet represent the validation efforts qf the Pennsylvania Diffusion Panel.
Brief descriptions of each project are arranged according to these topics:
alternative schools; career education; early childhood, parent readinesss;”
environmental education; instructional materials, media; reading, language’
arts; math; special education,.learning disabilities; special interests, .
specialized curriculum; training, organizational drrangements; and tutoring.

.

\

. N . -~ .t - }
Descriptors:  Communication (Thought Transfer), Diffusion, Educational

Innovatian, Educational Programs, Information Dissemination, Validated
Programs
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! 4  Accession Number: . VL 073

. Pennsylvania Department of Eddcatioﬁ. What Some 5;nnsy1vanié School ?\\\\\~
Districts Are Doing to Raise Their EQA Scores. " Harrisburg, Pennsylvania:
Pennsylvanid Department of Education, 1977. (42 pp.) ‘

\ |
: ‘ o . |
. - i

Order Number:

Availability:,

Pennsylvania Department of Education

Box 911 : Y
« 333 Market Streét '

Harrisburg, PA 18108

Abstract: , .

.. Vs ' | &
This booklet describes some of the distinctive teaching methods, learning
activities, classroam practices, interventign strategies, and progham
approaches proposed, or in use, -in Pennsylvania schools to raise student’
performance on Educational Quality Assessment. Listed under the headings
Elementary (grade 5), Intermediate (grade 8), and Secondary (grade 11), o
program activity descriptions correspond to these ten goals of quality
education as they are measured in the test battery: self-esteem; under-
standing others; basic skills, verbal; basic skills, mathemdtics; interest -
in school and learning; citizenship; health; creative activities/recognition; -

Career awareness; appreciating human accomplishments; and coping with
change, . .

-~
- i
—_ . : LT .
,

Descriptors: Creative Teaching, Eddi;;;;né1 Assessment, Educationa)
Innovation, Student Improvement, Student Motivation, Teaching Methods
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Accession Ndnber: VL 013_

8

.. ‘Reed, Linda. The Search for guagity Control in Dissemination of Educational ’ -
1 - Products and Practices: .0 the.L[iterature ®d Major Issues.
= St. Louis: 9 ‘

Avail‘aﬁiiity: / ‘ ’ . Order Number:

L CEMREL, Inc, -,
3120 59th Street :
.St. Louis, M0 63139

.
- . i
. .
. -
i .
, .
s
.
L J v
.

MAbstract: 4 ¢ c L , ‘ v
» This paper provides a brief history anb;iser’rp’ft’r n of the following validation
processes: The Joint Dissemination Review Panel (JDRP); Identificatfon,
.~ Validation,-Dissemination (IVD); Sharing Business Success (SBS); Project
Information Packages {PIPs); and the National Education Practices File. .
‘ Some of the issues:in“validation discussed in the paper include replication
> :
/

.

A

vs. adaptation, the evaluation experience of the project staff, state
‘responsibilities before validation, the degree of rigor applied in validation,

* and the nature of on-site visits. A bibliography on validation processes and
the abbreviated form of original IVD suszsi on requirements are appended.
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" Accession Number: L 078

_Research™and Information Services for Education. The Catalogue: ESEA
‘Title IV-C\Rrojects in Pennsylvania Schools. Prepared for the
Pennsylvania Nepartment of Education. King of Prussia, Pennsylvania:
Research Information Services for Education, 1978. (260 pp! '

-Order ﬂhmber:.-

Availability: —«

Vs 4
T P ST

Research-and‘Inf%rmation Services
Education .(RISE)
198 Allendale“Road
> King of Prussia, PA 19406

& - 3 . .
_ P Abstract: J . ; ' ~
/// Prepared by the local project directors, the entries in this catalog describe "
educational projects funded by ESEA Title IV-C in Pennsylvania during the
school year 1977=1978. Projects are grouped according to topic or.subject
area as follows: affective education; alternative school programs; career
education; community learning; ‘competency®education; consumer education;
‘ early childhood education; environmental, science education; fine arts;
gifted and talented; legal education; .lifetime sports; mathematﬁgs;‘reading,
language arts, and ESL; ‘health and nutrition; dropout prevention; handi- .
-capped-mainstreaming, preschool; and diffusion projects. -
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“Accession Number: VL 025 Lo

Research for Better .Schools. Promising Practices Proaram Validation.
_Phitadelphia, Pennsylvania: .Research for Better Schools, 1979. (39 pp.)

- -
[ -
L L * .
1
’ \ Availability: ' : Order Number:

_ “Régéarch_for Bettér Schools ° . .

444 North Third Street . :
.. Philadetphia, PA 19123 ‘ ' LT

: ) : -
Abstract: ‘ ¢ '

~ Program Va]idagjnn, Regional Planning, Regional Programs

The documents in this collection represent<the October, 1979 conference
proceedings from a regional exchange that includes the states of Delaware,
Maryland, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. Focused on the topic of validation,
the documents summarize the following: pre-conference planning, correspondence,
and proposed agenda; conference activitie55‘d15cussjon groups, key speech
summaries, and discussion session outcomes; and the conference evaluation
responses. . -
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Rhode “Island Stéte.Departmgnt of Education. 'Eiemer;tar;y and Secondary -
Education Act, Title IV: Validation Procedures. Providence, Rhoge

, . Island: State Department of Education, 1978.

‘Availability: Order Number:, 7
Rhode Island Department of.Education ' o ( )
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Abstract: = | T ' \ O

N

The validation procedure for the Rhode Island Departmént of Education is
outlined as follows: an exemplary program is identified 'by the super-
intendent of each district, who then reports it to the Title IV Office; .

_the district office completes the, forty-page application for validation; ;¢

.when the application is approved a valfdation team audit and evaluation -

- fgllows; the validation team approves or rejects the program and submits
a report to the Title IV Office. In addition, the district may present
the project to the Joint Dissemination Review Panel. Should the panel ®
decide for approval, the district Lan compete for. funds from the Natiqnal
Diffusion Network. g ) % . "
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Networks, Program Evaluation, Program Validation
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Rhode Island State Debéftment of Educat{;%.' Planning Guide: Elementary
and Secondary Education Act, Title IV - Part C. Providence, Rhode Island: -
.State Department of Education, 1977. (24 pp.) ‘. '
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Availability: ‘ _ Order Number:
' Rhode Island State Department of Education

Office of Innovative and Support Programs
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Abstracf:

_/ <

-

This planning guide provides eligible local school systems with the

necessary information and instructions for competition in Elementary
- and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) Title 1V, Part C_in Rhode Island.
. ‘The guide discusses the program purpose, priorities, validation pro-

cedurey and grant types; outlines the planning process in terms of needs, .
objectives, and decision making; presents the grant criteria and\evaluation;-
clarifies the application procedures; and offers instructions fon tompleting
the ESEA Title IV, Part C proposal application. The "Minimal Evaluation °
Reporting Requirements" for Title IV/Part C are appended., ‘
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Roberts, Jane M.E. Implementation of Innovations in Educational Organization

and Instruction. PhiTadeTphia, Pennsylvania: Research for Better Schools,
1978. (130 pp.)

’

Availability: - Order Number:

<

- Research for Better Schbé]s, Inc.
444 N, Third Street
Phj]ade]phia,‘PA 19123

Abstract: . o 2

After surveying-recent literature on the implementation of educational
innovations, this paper focuses on implementation processSes, influences,
and effects related to educational change and explores the interaction
.between external agencies and local school personnel engaged in
implementing innovations. The paper reviews six models of the change
process, presents case studies illustrating these models, discusses
barriers and facilitators in the planning and implementation of innovations,
and describes the roles of both groups and individuals jinvolved in. these
processes. The summary section emphasizes that the implementation process .
requires systematic attention in the areas of communication, training,
. and assistance to assure that a project will be effective.
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Change Agents, Communication (Thought Transfer), Educational
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\ Schermer, Diana. A Survey and Analysis of Educational Product Review
Activities. Washington, D.C.: Nat%onai Institute of Education, 1975,
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National Institute of Education Also available from EDRS:
Dissemination and Resources Group " ED 156 218

1200 19th Street, NW ’

Washington, D.C. 20208

»

Abstract:

»
.

Relating toyspecific issues involved in educational product reviews, this
report distinguishes various types of reviews such as single or mixed

topic, clartfies criteria in terms of ‘needs-effectiveness, and presents

bias and relevance as problems of evidence. Other sections of the report
present the following:* 29 criteria based on needs, intrinsic quality, .
practicality, effectiveness, and crediﬂ%%ity; practical stages in the

review process; a model rating form with suggested modifications; brief .
sketches of reported reviews; annotated references found useful in the study;
and recommendations for future study. Appendices include a glossary,
dimersions of catalog reviews, operational criteria for social fairness,

and legislation concerning: the selection Af educational material.
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Sie; Maureen A., and Wills, Clarence. Educational Program Evaluation/
Validation and Public Policy. Paper presented at the American Educational

. " Abstract:

" The Michigan Department of Edﬁbatipn implemented a large-scale social

Research Association annual meeting. Arlingtom, Virginia: ERIC Document
Reproduction Service, 1975. (13 pp.) - '

Accefsion Nymber: VL 045 .

A - ]
Availability: Order Number:
ERIC Document Reproduction Service ED-117 178 .
P.0. Box 190 . - .
"Arlington, VA 22210 ‘
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action program through its Compensatory Education School Aid Act. Schools L
received $200 per pupil and were held accountable for pupil achievement.
This paper’describes the educational delivery systems in three urban schools,

- the evaluation of pupil achievement, and the state validation process. The

results indicated that a downward trend in achievement amorig inner-gjty
students was reversed, .and that promising educational practices were '
docuimented and replicated. - The success of the programs resulted in the
continuation of funding at an increased -rate for Michigan schools.
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Solberg, Patricia. The What, Why, and How of Validation. Longmont,
Colorado: The Colorado State Facilitator Project.
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Availabil ity: ‘ Order Number:

The Colorado State Facilitator
Project _

830 South Lincoln

Longmont, CO 80501

« Abstract:

Written in a question and answer format, this publication provides. an over-'-
view of the validation process by clarifying the following issues: the
personnel involved-in validation; the-validation criteria; and the reasoning
behind program validation. The publication addresses specifically the Identi-
fication, Validation, Dissemination (IVD) process and the Joint Disfemination

Review Panel (JDRP) process and provides a glossary of pertinent validation
terminology. . -
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South Carolina™ State Dep rtment of Education. Share. Columbia, South
‘Carolina: Education Produtts Center, South Carolina Staté; Department of

’ . Education, 1977. e N
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Availability: . Order Number:

" Education Products Center- . \\\\\\\
South Carolina State Bepartment of Education =
1429 Senate Street \\\\\\\\\\
Columbia, SC 29201 . —
Abstract:

Arranged alphabetically by topic, this publication provides descriptions
 of existing programs and projects in South Carolina classified according to
-.these educational areas: affective education; community involvement: _
" fine arts; foreign language; gifted; handicapped; interdisciplinary; .
kindergarten; language arts; math; media center; middle school electives;
' ’ physita] education; reading; science; social studies; tea¢her selection; )
) teacher ‘training; and vocational education. Each entry is outlined according
to target audience, location, purpose, program procedures and time frame,
funding source, and relevant comments. The names and addressed of contact
persons are also included. ' v
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Southwest Educational Devé]opmenj: Laboratory, Regional Exchange Project.
A Regional Conference on Validation: How, What, and Why. Austin, TX:
Southwest°tducational Development Laboratory, -1979. (147 pp.)
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Availability: ' ? Order Number:
—_— .
T —Seuthwest Educational Development Laboratory ’ R
Regional EXchange- Project -
211 E. Seventh Street )
Austin, TX 78701 B
| Abstract:
. -~ T~
This document consists of the proceedings from a regional conference dealing
with validation and the dissemination of information about educational
. research and development. Organized in four sections, the report summarizes
@, the conference planning procedures, includes relevant correspondence, and
" lists expected conference outcomes. The conference itself, including six
' »  speech transcripts, the panel discussion synthesis, and a list of participant

packet materials, comprises the major section of the report. The evaluation
section contains the evaluation forms, evaluation results, and post
conference recommendations. ‘
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State of Alaska Department of Education. Promising Practices in Education..
Juneau, Alaska: State of Alaska Department of Education. -

. Availability: Order Number:

State of Alaska Department of Education
Pouch F - State Office Building
Juneau, AK 99811
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_ / . pbstract: o

‘ —These selected pages from a handbook on validation for the state of Alaska
include the following material: the local school nomination survey; an
information sheet on the areas of responsibilities in assessing promising
practices; a school self-nomination form; the district office endorsement;
directions for filling out promising practice abstracts; the responsibilities

: of validation team members; a checklist for schools anticipating a site

‘ visit; a final visitation schedule; team validation procedure; and pertinent

communication forms used by the Department of Education.
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Oescriptors:  Accountability, Educational Assessment, Evaluation Criteria,
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State of Maine, bepaktmen! of Educational and Cultural Services. Maine ESEA
Title IV State Validation Process: Overview and Application Form.  Augusta,
Maine: Department of Educational and Cultural Services.

Availgbi]ity: . - Order Number:
Division of Pederal Programs , State of Maine L. ' ’
Department of Educational and Cultural Services

Augusta, ME 04330

- Abstracg: Ce . . o X

This handbook’ provides the following guidelines for the validation of an
educational project or program in the state of Maine: ‘criteria for Jjudging
exemplary projects; on-site validation procedures; the responsibilities

of team members; state certification requirements; a flow chart on the
validation process; and forms for state validation application, certification
by the school superintendent, and the state vq]idation rating.
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Suhner, Gerald, and ie]]man, Gail. Federal Programs shpporting Educational
Change,- Vol. VI: Implementing and Sustaining Title VII Bilingual Projects.
Santa Monica, California: The Rand Corporation, 1377. (69 pp.)

Availabilitys . ‘ " Order Number:

The, Rand Corporation - : " Also available from EDRS:
1700 Main Street ' ED 140 431 S

lSanta..&)m' ca, CA 90406 ' - .

Abstract: o N

_Under the spdnsorship of the United/gtates.Officéégf Education, the Rand.

. Corporation conducted a th-phase stydy of four federal thamge agent

programs that were designed to introduce and spread innovative practices
in public schools. « The “first of threg volumes that discusg the final phase
of the study, this report outlines the complex process of establishing °

bilingual programs in Tocal school districts, with particular attention e

given to those aspects of the Title VII program and to those political
influences that affect local implementation. The fieldwork, viewpoint,

and data interpretation of this phase build on the extensive empirical work
done in*the first phase of the study and.reported in Volume [IT, Appendix C,
(Innovations in Bilingual Education, R-1589/3 HEW). Sections of the report
describe the context and organizing scheme for this research, present the
empirical findings, discuss the initgation phase of.bilingual education,

and relate findings to project desigh regarding the finding's implications
for federal Title VII policy and the special issues influencing project
continuation,

.
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Tallmadge, G:.Kasten. Ideabook: The Joint Dissemination Review Panel,
Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1977,
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,

Ava11§p1i1ty{ . IL ' Order. Number:

Superintendént of D@cuments _
U.S. Government Printirg Office ( <
Washington, D.C: 20402 '
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Abstraét§\\ _

This book is intended as both a guide to planning evaluations for the Joint
Dissemipation Review Panel (JDRP? and a model for bringing current evidence

of effectiveness together in a succinct and forceful-manser. Foltowing a
description of the JDRP. and its function, the essentials of an adequate
evaluation are presented according to these six criterion: Did a change occur?
Was the effect consistent and statistically significant? Was th$ effect
educationally significant? Can the intervention be implemented fn angther
Tocation? Did the observed effects result from the intervention? and 'Is the
presented evidence believable and interpretable? The book also includes

. Some common evaluation hazards, a format and instructions for submitting

materials, social fairness guidelines, and outline of submission guidelines.
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. . Omaha, Nebraska: Teacher:Corps Plains Network, T977. (76 pp.)
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Availability: . - - : ww . ' Order Number:

Teacher Corps-Plains Network . )
c/o Roger Berg : - : ‘
Teacher Corps Project . -
, University of Nebraska at Omaha
: Omaha, NB 68131 ' 7

.

\ Abstract: . . .

Developed in response to a need expressed by the Teacher Corps Plains Network
» (Missouri, lowa, Nebraska, and Kansas), these validation process guidelines
providé a mechanism for reyiewing and assessing the components: of individual
Teacher Corps projects within the nelwork. - The folléwing information is
outlined and described: a rationale flor validationf the validation process,
‘ including personnel, procedure, criterja, documentation, and cost estimate; -
- and the-Network Resource Report. A network validation process flow chart
and proposed validation criteria are appended.
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Texas Education Agency. A Selection of Validation Materials. Auétin,Texas:
Texas Education- Agency, 1978. i N
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vailability: Order Number:

Texd Education Agency '
201 E. Eleventh Street : .
Austin, TX 78701

Abstract: &

-
»

. These selected materials from the validation procedures for th

e state of
Texas ipclude the following for the Demonstration. Schobls in Iﬁ;;E?ab’&ized'
Instruction (DSII): a description aQd history of the program; norms ¥or

the selection process and a nomination form; the team observation report
for the DSII Network; and the program self-evaluation report. A flow
Chart'of the Texas Diffusion Network Validation Process and a self-’
evaluation for validation of Texas programs is -also included:
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"U.S. Department of Education. The Educatiom Division's Joint Dissemination -
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Abstract:

v
»

\ - D ) -
Designed to update a November, 1974 statement on "The Office of Education's
Dissemination Review Panel: Procedures-and Criteria," this document describes
‘the background-and purpose of the JDRP, including its operation and; composition,
outlines the procedures’ for submiffing an innovative educational product or
practice to the panel, discusses the JDRP review activities, and clarifies

the panel's criterig for judging the effectiveness of 3 product or practice.

The form for submitting materials to the Joint Dissemination Review Panelxiis
Jincluded. NG ©-X . « N
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This pamphlet answers the following questions about the Joint Dissemination
Review Panel. (JDRP): What is the Joint Dissemination Review Panel and how
_many programs has it approved in eath state? How does the panel work? How'
“will JORP 'review benefit.your project? What will the JDRP want to know '
about your project? and What are the expectations of a“program after it

receives JORP review andﬁ?pprovai?
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' ' U.S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare. A Procedural Guide for
Validating Achievement Gains in Educational Projects. Washingtan, D.C.:

U.S. Government Printing Office, 1976. (95 pp.) °
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Avaiiabiiity: Order Number:
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Abstract: ° I : S

The second in the Office of Education series of evaluation:handbdoks,
.this guide presents a 22-step procedure for validating the effectiveness ’
of educational. projects through the use of existing evaluation data and
the inteppretation of that data using a wide variety of experimental-and ¢
quasi-experimental designs. Encompassing all of the commonly employed
evaluation models, the handbook assesses the deficiencies and hazards

‘ inherent in each of ghem and suggests methods for correcting results When
the measurement or analysis principles have been violated. Appendixes
include sample project summary worksheets, a discussiom of the issues ¥
surrounding use of criterion- versus norm-referenced tests, a description
of the logic and mathematical structures of certain regression models, and
an overview of the hazards associated with the.use of percentiles and :

© grade equiva]fnt scores to describe the academic performance of children, A\.
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Abstroact:

To identify successful reading projects and to disseminate the methods and
components of such projects throughout the United States, the National
Right to Read Effort developed this procedural guide for the validation
process. The contents include a definition of validation, pointers for
initiating the validatior process) the essential components of evaluation
dnd experimental des1gn a discussion of evaluation hazards, an evaluation.’
checklist, and an overview of the Right to Read validation progess. The

» guide a]so contains forms for validation app11cation and for'a three~year

va11dat10n objective plan.s
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U.S. Department of Education. Sharing Educational Success: A Handbook *
for Validation of Educational Practices. washington, D.C.: U.S. Government:
- Printing O0ffice, 1977. :
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Abstract:

S

Designed for state and local agencies concerned with the identification and
validation of programs and practices that could.facilitate positive educa-
tional change, this handbook discusses the historical background of the .
Identification, Validation, Dissemination (IVD) and the Joint Dissemipation
*Review Panel (JDRP) processes, presents a list of 'validation term definitions,
‘outlines the method for state selectfon of projects for validation, and” ,
provides the procedures and criteria used by the Office of Education's ébint
Dissemination Review Panel in evaluating educational *projects. Four farms
are included: the application for‘vi}idation for local agencies; a-state «
rating and review form requesting an %on-site visit by a validation team; an
on-site validation form that medsure} project ‘effectiveness, resource -
specifigaqions, and exportability; and a 'final vg]idation report.
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@Vermont Educational Resourte Center’
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, Abstr):ct’:

To assist teachers in introducing new and effective practices in their
classroom, this catalog 1ists the people, ideas, materials, workshops, and
information provided by the Vermont Department of Education through itsy.
‘ . Resource Agent Program (RAP). The free resources are listed with apprggrﬁate
" descriptions under these headings: the arts, special education, gifted and .
. talented,| English_as a second--language and foreign language instruction, ™
. . language arts, survival skills-for the world of work, social studies,
“environmental studies amd science, math and computer skills, classroom
management skills and strategies, and serendipitous~mis;e11aneous.
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Department- of Education
Commonwealth of Virginia
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Abstract: : = . -

Listing educational projects that have received grants from Title IV-C o
through the Virginia Department of Education, this booklet describes each
project according to purpose, goals, and target audience and-identifies
those projects that have state validation. The booklet also provides

a separate 1ist of nationally recognized programs presently being adopted-
by Virginia school divisions and titles of innovative projects completed
since 1970. * ;
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. Absfract: P i ,
Fol]owing'brief historical accounts of the Identification,‘Va]idation, and -

Dissemination (IVD) Process and the National Diffusion Network (NDN), this
paper discusses the Successful Business Practices {SBS) Process, including
its historical background, project personnel, and handbook criteria. The
future development of the SBS process is also considered along with its
implications for private schools and its cost effectiveness. Tables
present the following: instructional projects validated by the respective
.. state education agencies; exemplary school programs, 1978; and source of
funding for JDRP approved programs. ' ’ ’
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Comprised of nearly 100 abstracts, this collection provides the following
information regarding ESEA IV-C projects in the state of West Virginia:
name of grantee; project title; time fgame, and funding 1eve13 target
population and project descriptions;.ma¥or ¢bjective outlined by process .
i and product; specific activities to ach objectives; evaluation
‘ : strategy and findings; required resources; and the names of chief adminis--

trators "and*project directors. * ¢ -~
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West Virginia State Department of Ed0caf16n§, Improving Local Educational
Practices ESEA FV-C: Validation Procedures. Charleston, West Virginia:
West Virginia State Department of Education, 1976. (15 pp.) . -
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West”Virginia Départment of Education

Bldg. 6, Room B-261 ’

Capitol Complex ot

Charleston, WV . 25305

’ B
Abstract: ’ .

$

. This document ‘on fthe validation procedures for the state of West Virginia
‘includes the fo]fowing material: an overview of the validation process
and a schedule of events; a description of the.on-site team members and
their expectations; procedures and criteria for_ the Joint Dissemination
Review Panel; the application for validation; the validation screening
form; the on-site validation agenda; and the validation examination form.
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Wholeben, Brent E., and Robert A. Radford. . A Preliminary Study for
Ascertaining Validation Criteria in the Determination of Exemplary Programs
for Exportability Across State Lines. Paper presented to the National

Conference of the National Diffusion Network.. Skattle, Washington:
United States Office of Education, Region X, 1980.
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Availability: '
United States Office of Education, ~ ™~
s Region X ‘

Arcade Plaza Building 1
1321 Second Ave. s

. Qrdey Number: .

Seattle, WA. 98101 - - \ NS \

Abstract:

This .study consisted of .two separate field tests which evaluatéd the-
acceptance of established criteria for ‘determining exemplary program status,
and the suitability of such criteria for interstate exportation to educational

’ administrators within a specjfied region. that included Alask3, Idaho, Oregon,

.and Washington State. As a-result.of the two field tests, 115 items were
identified as content, process, or attitudinal criteria for determining
educational exportability. The sfudy suggests a three-stage validation
process and recommends a third field test that would involve programs in the
planning stage, programs in first year implementation, and established programs
. previod®ly validated by other procedures. The appendix -includes the :
‘ \Qproposed validation stages; a demographic assessment; and a profile for
' “demographic assessment results of bgth field.tests. - ' )
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’ Wholeben, Brent; Workman, Robert L.; ahd Radford, Robenrt A. . Validating ‘;

Educational Programs for Exportability Across State Lines: A Manual for

. Implementing IVP. Seattle, Washington: United States Office of Education,
. Region X, 1980. . - '
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- Availability: " ; ‘ Order Number:

United States Of:"ice of Educgﬁon‘,
Region X ‘

JArcade Plaza Building ., - _ : : a B
. 1321 Second Ave. S ’ : .
Seattle, WA 98101 - / , "‘: : ) s - .
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< Abstract: v ; e . ]

. R st ) . ‘

— -—1Intended as a formal mechdnism for the interchange or disseminationof — - ~—
educational practices among the states, this manual-identifies the critical " )
elements of an interstate validation process. (IVP) and presents an oVerview : ’
of this procedure including an -outline 6f the process, qualifiations for - °

¢+ interstate validation, and training requirements for IVP personnel. The
‘ . section on application for interstate validation contains forms or outlines
" * on‘the following:  applicant.information, @ project abstract, evidence of )
effectiveness/success, purposes and objectives program activities, evaluation
design, and results and analysis. Othe)r(_‘ reqdirements’ include evidence> - ~
of exportability, educational significance; target population, minimum
adoption or replication requirements, cost, materials, and. facilities.
An interstate validation team report form is included
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The RDx Collaborative Effort on the Validation of Educational Programs and

Practices includes four products:

Survey of State Procedures for the Validatinn of Educational Pro rams, by

Linda Reed, Ed Patrick, and David Holdzkom. St. Louis, Missouri: CEMREL, Inc.,
for the R&D Exchange, 1981.

Survey of State Procedures for the Validation of Educational Programs.

Executive Summary, by Linda Reed, Ed Patrick, and David Holdzkom. St. Louis,
Missouri: CEﬁﬁff

s Inc., for the R&D Exchange, 1981.

The Search for Quality Control in Dissemination of Educational Products and
ractices: Look at the Literature and Major ssues, by Linda Reed.
St Touls, Missouri: CEMREL, nc., R& Interpretation Service, 1981.

Validation of Educational Programs Practices and Products: An Annotated
ﬁiEl?ogragﬁx, prepared Ey Karen Temmen, Mary Ann [saacs, and Sandra Ruder.

t. Louts, Missouri: CEMREL, Inc., for the R&D Exchange, 1981.
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